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Dear ware ami Richard, 

. , of the few surprises of the past year and & half ia that you scholars did not 

ask il I xChq-w anything about the Watergate, in either aenao. Proa the first I knew wliat 
has not yet become public and little by little learn more that hac not and shows no 
signs of getting out. I am, consistent with the past, finding it impossible to five 
away what on almost any other topic woidd be the most sensational news. 

T^b is another way of saying do not be deceived by the Nixon attac on the .ress 
or by the maount of space devoted to the story. Nor should you be deceived by the' award- 
ing of the Pulitser Prize for "investigative" journalism. The reporting deserved the 
honor but It not ownly was not "investigative", the Post has from the first refused to 
realty investigate, "ere it has no monopoly, ana hero is another facet of the value of 
ny files to scholars of the future. I will not take time to tell you all that I gave 
various people, including Bernstein and Woodward -yea, I even tried the national desk- 
that the Post would not touch. They have been sitting for more than two weeks on the 
40 th ®y ’ l< f ltod of W files on Jaworuki. The little that has appeared dealing 
waJi his past (whitewaohor and C1 a money launderer) has appeared in few places and 
nobody in Washington would touch it. Same on Ford, where I've initiated another tack 
That Ford swore falsely 1l/ 5 is the least of it. However, it is not easy teCttg Slit 
“ th L ®° uataiU3id9 ’ figure things out, get the few willi ng friends to do what I ask 
and attll write on otter aspeots all the while with no income and accumulating problems. 

There lias boon no time since before the first indictments when I was not in a 

^f«S k n!° < n^ 1UCe . Wh !l C0Uld - haVe ° aUSed croat actions if given proper attention. 

ttmng in Nixon s delenae is essential to it. How&vor, everyone is hungup and the 
papere an- dominated by pseudo-statesmanship rather than traditional nows judgements. 

... t J li3 "V did- 1 decide to lay other work aside and do a Watergate book 

ttnt would put the story in context, with the break-in the least significant part of 
tte concatUiation of crimen. Since then I have been reliving my experiences with Wliite- 
waah aal the subsequent books with this exception: ny (same) car and I are older, a 
little ltfsc vlgorousCaltou^h I etill at uO work a day none of ay young friends can 
last through, and the repeated tripe to New York ore beyond me. I'm too deep in debt 
and can t now run th»i risks I then did. 1 * 

^ ^ *“? 411811 a ii^tle later I had approaches from two different '"erraan 

publishers ot whom I d never heard. The enthusiasm of the first and his interests 
controlled how I started the vrlfing. Were I to start again, I'd start differently. 

tlm k rr h Ican 4 do iuxd start over again. I have about 500 pages 

of what will bo the world s longest book retyped. Of course, 1 have no editing. And 
I'm not into the hottest yet. 

After initial, excited inquiry, probably baaed on Whitewash, these two Srmana fell 
silent. I wrote Inge Feltrlnelli. OiangLacomo published Whitewash and then demanded 
an exoassively polemical J'Aoo.ise of me which I told him could not then be honestly 
written, er reply was to express great ooncern for my personal safety and aa* for an 
outline, fo^tlua I responded that with a breaking story I could not honorably eup jly 
f 1 ^ 1 coald guarantee I would adhere but I would be glad to show what 

I already had and to explain what I expect to be able to do and prove as well as what 
I had already written. She has an American representative. Il 0 response. I then completed 
what I call a chapter but is really a "part", deeding with the American "olice State 
and what you have no t yet seen out together as I have done it. *his is close to wnat 
Giangiacomo wanted of me. I asked if she'd like Jo see this and no response again. 

So, x learned about hot itona as an infant and I know where I am. 

. x f lao T know ^f 4 1 ^ dolxl e what" nobody else will do. % now you skald 

ahoula know Uiat whan _ say this there is a history to substantiate it. Aside from 

whether . can ever be publishable tliere ia the question should these things await tire 
coming generations. 
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uiauAge wnat may seem xx&e a uoaat uuu i-uajuiy jlou v, muu,y ia tux juuuxwuuioxau ux 
what we can expect In time of great political crisis. In all these words that my wife 
has already retyped, there is but aaingle factual correction to make and a single error. 
And those aro heavier than u^ual pages, to save time and even the cost of paper, which 
is a burden to us. After I wrote it I realized I had reversed the two names of CREEP 
and after Segretti testified one small alteration become necessary, (The stuff that 
has gotten major attention is minor in what I am writing, I do not, for example, treat 
his operation separately. That is appropriate in a reliash of what has been published 
but not in a book with context for the crimes,) More, uxy notes accurately forecast 
developments, to this fineness of details I wrote some of Nixon 1 s statements before 
he made them. r ^his for my own information and so I could test my abalysis and for the 
guidance of a few who I had assisting me. However, by this I really mean you should 
see how easy it was to anticipate him and developments. ) Ferhaps 1 am wrong, but I 
think that to have put so much more tlvm the volume of information than an average 
book has on paper and with a story that is still breaking and after all this time 
need editorial work only tells me I an firmly on top of the whole tiling. 

One of the problems of dealing with a breaking story is to dual with what has 
least chance of being altered by developments first, ^uis, of course, I have done. 
However, in what I have yet to write, there is noew information only, not information 
that means qy analysis was wrong, I wrote large hunks in advance as they occurred to 
me and as I found moments of time and they stand still, ^his includes big hunks on 
the suppreaion of information, even the covering-up of the Ervin committee. I ray 
own way of testing this, I did anticipate it. What I wrote An June and July stands 
today. 

Beginning in 1 967 I had to change my approach in my work, By no* it lias become 
part of iqo ami it is not good, By then I had two very intensive 1 years of learning the 
hard way that I and what I write are the closest thing to unpublishable. This lias 
required of mo, as I see my obligation, what is generally considered prolixity. I 
make a record for history. In some cases it is by little moru than ellipsis. But I 
.leave both a record and a guide where I can't responsibly do more. In this book it 
means that I am combining perliape a half-dozen. One of rjy objectives is to make the 
incomprch€)nsible comprehensible. Another is to make the incredible credible. In short, 

I am trying what the one agent I've spoke to says is beyond the capacity of any one 
mans I'm telling the entire story in context, ^nd for fairly tliorough treatments of 
Nixon's past I did not have to leave home, I have not once been in a library on tills. 

The only work I've had done for me in libraries is minor checking of the Und that 
occures to the analyst and investigator, not the scholar. Xeroxes of pages of the 
index of the writing of others that interets me. To oe«* what is Emitted. The complexity 
is greater than this agent visualised but the project is no V impossible. 

The title on which I decided in May is Watergate sFascisn's Floodgate, The double 
entendre was intended. Xou never read the book from which Frame-Op was edited out. I 
called it Coup d'Stat, What I bkk saw earlier and started writing in 1568 is so topical 
today that I have incorporated two hunks of it in what I have written. 1 even anticipated 
the misuse of d&monstrations by the fascists# And some of my own sources now toll no that 
inside tlit intelligence ecu unity there is concern by those who do not want it that there 
may now be a coup, My view is tliat we have been having a growing Ameriform o no since 
10 years ago today, 

I do not know wlrnt you may be willing to try to do. I do know that you have your 
own not inconsiderable problems and that even without them there would bo limits on the 
possible. However, I do believe that what I am doing should be done and I do not believe 
it will be by anyone else. If you had the slightest idea of what the papers, and I mean 
many. Time anil the TV nets, too, have refused to do anything about; what members «nd 
committees of the Congress will not touch and worse, have sup, resided when they had it 
(i have generous samples), you might find this more comprehensible. Again I invite you 
to come up and loam. 

Aside from literary evaluation I believe I have enough to make the difference 
with both Nixon and Ford, even today. If there is not 100^ abdication. (In the House 
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ways: 



J. navg wzavten wjiu uoee nu w iuium ut>, auu ou u#vim 9 muo uucu, wjLWiivuu iv^uou*/ 

A fried who lias been checking soiae of the ruovrer leads I have on Ford telle me it yielded 
more than I exp ected and ahould be enough to block ccnflxuatioxu Substantiation of 
what I had ahould have been enough. He tells me it is much more than 1 hoped for. Over 
my phono I discouraged any details, ao tliis is all i kno*. aiid will know until tomorrow. 

In ordinary times wliat I hud before these leads should liave been enough. However, today 
you have seen no reporting of his perjury or his personal crookedness. You have not 
seen any reporting of my recording of this in a freedoLW)f-infoi’L'iation suit I filed. 

I believe it is a not unfair evaluation to say what I have can be the same with L’ixon 
himself and if I do nob have all of it, I have enough to account for his visible 
nervousness when he ia before the press. He knows the questions to fear. I liave a 
number of them, with answers, and I can tie hiui and Ford to wliat they liave not been 
tied to. They should worry and we siiould worry about what can happen when it is known. 

I think you can understand my reluctance to speak of such tilings on the? phon< or 
to send thorn through the mail where there is reason to believe interception is possible 
on both ends. I have a number of proofs of interference with my own, a3 I h&vo carbons 
of surveillaiLCo on me and confessions in one case so precise I was told what I said 
v;hen, to whom and over what phone not my own. h 0f not yours. 

I will m a il this when I go into town to meet so^ieone wlio is coming by bus. 

Tomorrow and Saturday I wiU. be ia Washington, dud having euchred me into speaking 
at his Georgetown conference by the false assurance that there would be no huts on the 
program. I f9ul I must keep my word if he hasn&t. And I will be at his cocktail party 
Firday night on the chance tliat nomeonu of substance my be there. If you have any 
interest, I can meet with you after the mess is over Saturday, before I cora home. I 
will £lso be in Washington Tuesday the 27th for my annual checkup and conferences with 
Jim J*esar on FOI suits, including more 1 want to file. However, I will not discuss 
these tilings in your offices. 

you will not have to take everything on faith I specify two items tliat eventually 
did become news that nobody would touch when I tiled to got then used in advance. 

I had my own ways of knowing about Nixon 1 a crookedness with proprety and I also 
remembered he had a public record of tliis 1 have not seen recalled anywhere except in 
what I have written. I could get no journalistic interest, J o, I tried to tee the FOl 
law with this with the White House. % response is from J ohn Lean, when his hair was 
still fair. I hgavo copies long before the wrong story broke to the Pest, LATimes, 

Tice and a number of political figures, inc,uding on the Senate Judiciary committee. 

Among those who did not respond is Sam Loch personally. I made more than a dozen mailing^ 
with and without enclosed copies. 

Hunt wanted to be an assassin. It was about ittbruary when I line, 'the proof and 
started making* offers, without asking a penny. Two Post reporters, ^arl and Bob, v;cro 
aghast but declined to accept a non-dandestine tape with Hunt saying it. CBS did 
not respond. I lonew the inevitable so I gave it to a friend on The Times of London 
and otoppea off and left, it ao NBC Nows on the way hone. Four letters 'asking its 
return were not an rwerc^so I finally had to go retrievi; it and the rolkted eviuouce. 

The Tiroes of London front-paged the story and no Am rican paper picked it up. 

I oould go on and on tliis way, but there is no need. If you know your business* 
as I tliink you do you know this without proof • , \ 

Co, have you any ideas where I can get any kind of help? 



Barry Sussman has a contract with 
Random House. His focus is on the 
obstruction of justice and I have 
been encouraging him to deliver. 



Sincerely, 









